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THE   PROBLEM.   OF   FREEDOM   IN   ITS
RELATION   TO   PSYCHOLOGY

By W. R. BOYCE GIBSON

PART I. FREEDOM: A DEFENCE AND A STATEMENT

1.   Much of the perplexity attaching to the problem of Free-Will arises from

the wide-spread belief that free-will and universal determinism are not
necessarily incompatible.

2.   In upholding this view the theory of * soft' determinism, as it has been

called by Prof. James, makes such concessions to the theory ofe hard' or
mechanical determinism as render freedom logically impossible. Dr.
Bosanquet and M. Fouillee, for instance, make concessions of this kind.

3.   The crucial concession is made when soft determinism concedes that only.

matter in motion can be a determinant of material changes; for the
consequence of this admission is a logical dilemma which compels the
conceder to own that he must be either a materialist or a supporter
of the conscious automaton theory.

4.  To escape from this dilemma, we must either retract the concession which

led to it, or show that the conclusions to which the concession logically
drives us are all absurd.

5.   The retracting of the concession is virtually a challenge to the mechanical

determinist to prove his own statement instead of pressing us to accept
it as axiomatic.

6.   To this demand for verification the mechanical determinist answers by

pointing to the growing fruitfulness of science wherever the proposition
in question is accepted as a regulative principle. Such verification is,
however, by no means complete, and cannot disprove the reality of
effective psychical initiative.

7.  The attempt to waive this demand for verification on the ground that the

typically individual element involved in an act of free-will eludes by its
very particularity the possibility of a scientific handling, cannot be
regarded as valid.

8.  The alternative way of escape from the original dilemma by showing

the absurdity of its conclusions is the simplest so far as the positive
indictment of absurdity is concerned. It is palpably absurd to deny
that e meaning' is a determinant of material changes.

9.   The more difficult task consists in answering the counter-indictment of

absurdity brought forward by Naturalism in self-defence.    But we are
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